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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 August 2005 . 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1 and 5-7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1 and 5-7 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 17 January 2002 is/are: a)I3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office — - ~ " ~ ' 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 0106 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Arguments and Amendments 

1. Applicant's amendments and arguments filed 25 August 2005, have been entered and 
made of record. 

Response to Amendments and Arguments 

2. Applicant's amendments to the claims and corresponding arguments have been carefully 
considered. Applicant asserts that the present invention, in contrast to the cited pripr art, 
constitutes an enhancement or upgrade to existing screening devices. Whereas the prior art 
utilize "stand alone systems," the present invention is an upgrade of those existing stand alone 
systems and is therefore more inexpensive. 

While these assertions may be true, they do not render the claims patentably distinct from 
the prior art. Claim 1 calls for a system/method that receives data, recognizes objects, and 
determines each objects' class and hazard level. On its face, this claim reads on most baggage 
screening systems, which attempt to identify objects in bags and determine their hazard levels. 
There is nothing in the claim - such as details of how objects are to be recognized and classified 
- that specifically distinguishes the present invention from the prior art. 

The claim is what determines the legal scope of the invention to be patented. Here, the 
scope of the claim is so broad that it encompasses any system (not just baggage screening 
systems) that recognizes objects from image data and classifies those objects according to a 
hazard level. The claim should be limited to the most salient inventive aspects that distinguish 
the present invention from all other prior art systems. In other words, whatever features render 
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the present invention new and unobvious in view of the prior art should be expressly claimed. 
The disclosed invention may very well be a new and unobvious technological advancement, 
however, the invention as characterized by the claims is not. 

3. An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with patent 
prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, lack of skill in this field 
usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum protection for the invention disclosed. 
Applicant is advised to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or agent to prosecute 
the application, since the value of a patent is largely dependent upon skilled preparation and 
prosecution. The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or agent. 

A listing of registered patent attorneys and agents is available on the USPTO Internet 
web site http://www.uspto.gov in the Site Index under "Attorney and Agent Roster." Applicants 
may also obtain a list of registered patent attorneys and agents located in their area by writing to 
the Mail Stop OED, Director of the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office, PO Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450. 

4. This action is a final rejection and is intended to close the prosecution of this 
application. Applicant's reply under 37 CFR 1. 1 13 to this action is limited either to an appeal to 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences or to an amendment complying with the 
requirements set forth below. 
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If applicant should desire to appeal any rejection made by the examiner, a Notice of 
Appeal must be filed within the period for reply identifying the rejected claim or claims 
appealed. The Notice of Appeal must be accompanied by the required appeal fee. 

If applicant should desire to file an amendment, entry of a proposed amendment after 
final rejection cannot be made as a matter of right unless it merely cancels claims or complies 
with a formal requirement made earlier. Amendments touching the merits of the application 
which otherwise might not be proper may be admitted upon a showing a good and sufficient 
reasons why they are necessary and why they were not presented earlier. 

A reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 13 to a final rejection must include the appeal from, or 
cancellation of, each rejected claim. The filing of an amendment after final rejection, whether or 
not it is entered, does not stop the running of the statutory period for reply to the final rejection 
unless the examiner holds the claims to be in condition for allowance. Accordingly, if a Notice 
of Appeal has not been filed properly within the period for reply, or any extension of this period 
obtained under either 37 CFR 1. 136(a) or (b), the application will become abandoned. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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6. Claims 1, 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
6, 1 85,272 to Hiraoglu et al. (hereinafter "Hiraoglu"). 

As to claim 1, as best understood, Hiraoglu discloses a system and method (note the 
system is a computer-based system, Fig. 5, which inherently utilizes a computer program, and 
performs a method) that receives data from an image acquisition device comprising a regular x- 
ray screening device (column 7, lines 48-49), tries to recognize each object in said data (column 
2, lines 48-49; column 10, line 52 to column 11, line 3), and pinpoints each object it is trained to 
recognize along with its class and hazard level (column 2, lines 36-38; column 2, lines 48-49; 
column 3, lines 33-35; column 12, lines 33-36; column 12, lines 42-45; column 14, line 35-39; 
column 14, lines 45-49; column 15, lines 20-23; column 18, line 54 to column 19, line 1; "hazard 
level" is implied with regard to the characterization of threat objects, the quantity of explosives, 
characteristics of the detected item, or the nature of the suspected objects, etc.). 

With regard to claim 6, as best understood, the remarks provided above for claim 1 are 
applicable. Since Hiraoglu's system is computer-based, the computer program product as 
claimed is inherent in the system. 

Regarding claim 7, as best understood, Hiraoglu discloses a shared data of list of objects 
(see e.g. shared memory 256 in figure 7 that contains bag objects). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hiraoglu. 
As to claim 5,as best understood, Hiraoglu does not disclose the method of claim 1 

further comprises other kinds of user interfaces, comprising audio output. However, the 
Examiner takes Official Notice that user interfaces comprising audio output are well known in 
the art. An audio output would provide the inherent advantage of more effectively alerting an 
operator of a threat object, thus improving security. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to employ a user interface comprising audio output in Hiraoglu's 
system. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mr. Colin M. LaRose whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7423. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees acting 
supervisor, Bhavesh Mehta, can be reached on (571) 272-7453. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. Any inquiry of 
a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
the TC 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 17-9J 97 (toll-free). 
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